In this paper, the authors deal with Raphitoma corbis (Potiez et Michaud, 1838) (Gastropoda Conoidea), a poorly-known taxon differently interpreted over time, by fixing a neotype in order to stabilize the nomenclature because the type material has been lost.
INTRODUCTION
The Raphitomidae Bellardi, 1875 are currently considered a well supported clade of the Conoidea (Bouchet et al., 2011) . The superfamily Conoidea, with over 300 genera and 4,000 recognised species, but probably over 12,000 extant species (Bouchet, 1990; Tucker, 2004) , represents the largest radiation of the entire phylum Mollusca. In a work on the phylogeny of the group based on a cladistic analysis of foregut morphology, Taylor et al. (1993) have highlighted the rampant homoplasy in the characters of shell and radula in conoideans. Accordingly, they have rearranged most of the conoideans into two families: Conidae, comprising Coninae and 4 subfamilies traditionally considered as "turrids", and Turridae s.s., including some of the traditional "turrids". More recently, Puillandre et al. (2008) and Bouchet et al. (2011) , have provided a major update of conoidean classification based on DNA phylogeny. Although a larger taxonomic coverage would be desirable to further stabilize the molecular phylogeny, however, the position of the Raphitomidae as a clade of the Conoidea is sufficiently supported.
The taxon Raphitomidae is based on the genus Raphitoma Bellardi, 1847 which was introduced comprising 30 fossil and Recent species (Bellardi, 1847: 85) , previously classified in various genera (such as Pleurotoma Lamarck, 1799 and Clathurella Carpenter, 1857) . Among the modern authors, Nordsieck (1977) listed 30 european species of Raphitomidae plus several subspecies and varieties. In the revision of the mediterranean Raphitomidae that we are currently carrying out, we estimated about 50 mediterranean species, some of which are still to be described.
MATERIAL AND METHODS
Our approach was exclusively based on shell morphology due to the almost total lack of anatomical data.
Specimens were studied from materials housed inseveral European museums and from private collections (see Abbreviations and Acronyms). Unless
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Raphitoma corbis
RESULTS
Systematics
Citation of unpublished names is not intended for taxonomic purposes. (Potiez, 1838) . Protoconch multispiral of 2.4 convex whorls, heigth 395 µm, width 347 µm, protoconch I of 1 whorls, width 164 µm, covered by thin cancellations, protoconch II with a diagonally cancellate sculpture starting after a short zone under the suture with fine curved axial threads. The last whorl with very short and weak keel before the onset of the teleoconch. Protoconch-teleoconch boundary strongly flexuose, opisthocline.
Teleoconch of 6-8, mean 7 [7.5], slightly convex whorls and scaled, thin, suture incised, sculpture prominent. No microgranules in the surface. Axial sculpture of 14-22 mean 18.2, Std: 1.86 [19] slightly opisthocline, equidistant ribs, and interspaces larger than the ribs. The ribs are more evident than the cordlets.
Spiral sculpture 6-7 [7] cordlets above the aperture. Sometime one or two additional weak cordlets can be present next the suture. Cancellation rectangular, with strong and elongated tubercles at the intersection of axials and spirals. Subsutural ramp narrow.
Columella simple, slightly sinuous anteriorly, gently angled posteriorly. The siphonal channel is short and wide at the end. Outer lip with 9-14 strong inner plicate denticles, mean 10.8 [10] . Sometime the last denticle can be double. Siphonal fasciole with 7-9, mean 8, strong nodulose cords [9] . Colour from firm brown to light hazel, rarely even some costae are equally clear. Sometime in the last whorl there is a lighter cordlet on the suture.
Soft parts: unknown.
DISTRIBUTION. West and Central Mediterranean.
COMPARATIVE NOTES. Specimens of light-colored R. atropurpurea (Locard et Caziot, 1900 ) (see Pusateri et al., 2017: 174 Fig. 8A ) may be confused with R. corbis with light suture cordlet (see Fig. 6 ), but R. atropurpurea is distinguished by a less acute and scalar profile, to be more robust, and to the lower number of nodulose cords on the siphonal fasciole (Fig. 23) .
Raphitoma corbis can be confused with specimens of light color of R. laviae (Philippi, 1846) , but it is distinguished by its larger size, by the more acute and scalar profile and by its elongated tubercles (Fig. 24) .
It also differs from R. lineolata (Bucquoy, Dautzenberg et Dollfuss, 1883) for the more acute profile, lower h/w ratio (2.47 vs 2.67), the lower transparency inside the mouth and the almost total lack of whitish blotches (Fig. 25) .
Moreover, R. densa (Monterosato, 1884 ) differs due to the constant presence of ash blotches missing in R. corbis (Fig. 26 ).
Figures 9-21. Shells of Raphitoma corbis (Potiez, 1838) . REMARKS. The opinions of various authors on the interpretation of this species are very discordant. Especially since the types were lost during the bombing of 11 August 1944 along with all the naturalistic collections preserved at the Musée de Douai.
Moreover, the collection Michaud (still alive) was in part donated to the Musée of Lyon (now Musée des Confluences), in part passed to the city of Brive by Michaud's son Elysée, and in part was bought by Locard (Locard, 1891: 7) . Only the Lyon material remains identifiable (Boyer & Audibert, 2007) , but there are no trace of P. corbis (Audibert pers. com.) , the part in Brive having been lost, and the part in Locard's collection having lost the original labels.
The original description of Potiez & Michaud (1838) is suitable for at least 4 or 5 different species of Raphitoma. Monterosato (1872: 51) considers it a variety of R. purpurea, but, subsequently (Monterosato, 1878: 106) begins to doubt that it may be a variety of purpurea (?) and advances the hypothesis that it may instead be R. laviae Philippi, 1844 . Still Monterosato (1880 confirms this synonymy, but seems somewhat hesitant since it does not assign priority to corbis Potiez & Michaud, 1838 on laviae Philippi, 1844 . Petit (1869 consider R. corbis a young form of Defrancia purpurea.
Monterosato (1881) refers to the quotation from Dautzenberg (1882) and assigns the species to the genus Homotoma Bellardi, 1875, pointing out that R. purpurea "manca al Mediterraneo [is missing from the Mediterranean]".
After this date, Monterosato no longer report the corbis nor the sustained synonymy with laviae. It is possible that he was misled by the original figures of Potiez (1838) and Philippi (1844) that somehow seem quite similar and the size of the two species (4-5 mm given by Potiez and 5.5 mm given by Philippi).
B.D.D. (1882: 91) consider R. corbis synonymous with R. laviae (in turn considered to be the form of R. purpurea) erroneously referring to R. oblonga (Jeffreys, 1867). About R. oblonga (Jeffreys, 1867) see Giannuzzi-Savelli et al. (2018: 15) .
Locard (1891a: 6) reports having had in his hands the original type kept at the Galerie de Douai and states that it is precisely identical to the specimen depicted by B.D.D. (1882, figs. 14, 15) . He provides, for the species, a height range between 12 and 14 mm which is very different from that provided by Potiez (1838) (Locard et Caziot, 1900) , Napoli (Italy), h: 14.6 mm; Fig. 24 : R. laviae (Philippi, 1846) (Monterosato, 1884) , Palermo, h: 10.5 mm. (Potiez, 1844) , this author indicates that the illustration is "grandeur naturelle [life-size]", or about 12 mm. It is obvious that the measures he gave in the original description (Potiez, 1838) are completely wrong, perhaps due to a printing error. Locard (1891b: 132) specifies that the specimen examined by him is incomplete but absolutely referable to the Clathurella contigua Monterosato, 1884, referring to fig. 15 On the basis of these statements by Locard (1891b), we checked in his collection at MNHN all the material relating to Clathurella corbiformis (Locard had the habit to adjective the nouns and then renaming the species thus creating a plethora of invalid emendationes). We have thus found 7 lots from Saint-Raphaël, Toulon, Paulilles, Marseille, Roussillon, Saint Tropez, and Porto Pollo. To our surprise, this material, in a poor state of preservation, turns out to be a mélange of different species: R. densa, R. atropurpurea, R. philberti (Michaud, 1829), R. spadiana Pusateri et Giannuzzi-Savelli, 2012 , and the only R. corbis present in this material (Roussillon) is labeled as "atropurpurea". This is a further proof of the fickleness of Locard's identifications
In conclusion, for the objective difficulties of determination (see COMPARATIVE NOTES) and a complex nomenclatural history, we consider it appropriate, even for the purpose of maintaining the nomenclatural stability, to designate a neotype.
Consequently (art. 75.3 ICZN, 1985) , we have chosen a sample of the Monterosato MCZR-M-16806 collection marked with two labels: "Ph. atropurpurea" and "Palermo, 1886".
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